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PER CURI AM

Randy D. d enn appeal s his convictions after ajury trial
of one count of armed bank robbery, in violation of 18 U S. C
§ 2113(a), (d) (2000), and one count of using a firearmin relation
to a crinme of violence, in violation of 18 U S. C. 8§ 924(c)(1) (A
(2000). W affirm

A enn argues that the district court erred in denying his
notions for judgnment of acquittal because the evidence was
insufficient to support the jury’s verdict. A jury’ s verdict nust
be uphel d on appeal if there is substantial evidence in the record

to support it. dasser v. United States, 315 U. S. 60, 80 (1942).

In determ ni ng whether the evidence in the record is substantial,
this court views the evidence in the Iight nost favorable to the
government, and inquires whether there is evidence that a
reasonabl e finder of fact could accept as adequate and sufficient

to support a conclusion of a defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonabl e

doubt. United States v. Burgos, 94 F.3d 849, 862 (4th Cr. 1996)
(en banc). In evaluating the sufficiency of the evidence, this
court does not reviewthe credibility of the witnesses and assunes
that the jury resolved all contradictions in the testinony in favor

of the governnment. United States v. Roner, 148 F.3d 359, 364 (4th

Cr. 1998).
A enn does not contest the fact that the robbery in

guestion occurred, or the particulars of the crine. He argues



t hat, because there was no physical evidence seized to connect him
to the crime and no witness identified him as the robber, the
evidence is insufficient to sustain his conviction. Qur review of
the record convinces us that the evidence, though circunstantial,
clearly supported the jury' s verdict.

Accordingly, we affirmd enn’ s convi ctions and sent ence.
W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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